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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is responsive to the following communications: Non-provisional application filed 



08/07/2003. 



2. 



Claims 1 -24 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 12, and 23 are the independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 101 



3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. The language of the claims raise a question as to whether the claims 
are directed merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to a technological art, environment or 
machine which would result in a practical application producing a concrete, useful and tangible 
result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

With regard to claims 23-24, the computer-program product thus defined in the specification 
includes intangible media such as a " propagated signal" (Page 6, Para 1, lines 1-12) that renders the 
claims non-statutory subject matter. The present application specification, as noted above, sets forth evidence that 
the computer program product is intended to include items, which one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized as propagation or transmission media, which is a form of energy. Therefore, consistent with MPEP 2106, 
the claimed subject matter is not currently believed to be limited to that which falls within a statutory category of 
invention, because it is not limited to a process, machine, manufacture, or a composition of matter. Instead, it includes a 
form of energy. 



To expedite a complete examination of the instant application the claims rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 
(nonstatutory) above are further rejected as set forth below in anticipation of applicant amending these claims 
to place them within the four statutory categories of invention. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed In the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



5 Claims 1-7, 10, 12-17, 21, 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Belcsak et al (hereinafter Belcsak) US. Patent no. 6,957,191 issued Oct. 18, 2005 and filed 
Sept. 14, 2000. 



In regard to Independent claim 1, Belcsak teaches a method comprising: 

• Performing an analysis or synthesis operation on a graphical model representation (See 
column 2, 55-67 and column 3, lines 1-35). Belcsak teaches a process of performing an 
analysis on a graphical model. 

• Producing a report from the analysis or synthesis operation (column 7, lines 60-67 and 
column 16, lines 16-50). Belcsak teaches producing a report from the analysis of the model. 

• Generating associations representing elements of the graphical model representation with 
corresponding elements in the report (column 9, lines 35-67). Belcsak teaches that each item 
on the diagram have associations within the model and correspond to elements of the report. 
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With respect to dependent claim 2, Belcsak teaches the method in which the report is a 
document structured with portions corresponding to different elements of the graphical model 
representation (column 9, lines 15-30 and column 16, lines 16-50). 

With respect to dependent claim 3, Belcsak teaches the method in which the document is a 
structural coverage report (Belcsak column 16, lines 15-50). Belcsak shows the report covers the 
foundation of the financial model and how it is calculated, which covers how the structure of a 
financial transaction is executed between two parties. 

With respect to dependent claim 4, Belcsak teaches the method in which the document is a code 
generation report incorporating syntax highlighted code (column 13, lines 5-10). Belcsak teaches the 
code is generated in a report (See figure 21). 

With respect to dependent claim 5, Belcsak teaches the method in which the document is a profiling 
report that documents relative execution times of each of the elements (Belcsak column 10, line 11- 
45). Belcsak teaches a process of entering the execution time of the financial model which 
corresponds to payments that flow from the parties. The longer the payment period will cause a 
longer execution time of the l$ase. 

With respect to dependent claims 6-7, Belcsak teaches the method further comprising loading an 
element in the report in response to activating a graphical object on the graphical model 
representation and activating with a mouse (column 9, lines 30-67). Belcsak teaches the users can 
drag-n-drop new elements to be added to the model. The drag operation is performed using an input 
tool 

With respect to dependent claim 10, Belcsak teaches the method in which the report is a model 
coverage report (See figure 21 and column 16, lines 15-50). Belcsak teaches the entire model 
structure is covered in the reports generated by the system (See also column 7, lines 60-67). 
In regard to Claims 12-17, and 21, claims 12, 14-17, and 21 reflect the system comprising computer 
readable instructions for performing the steps of method claims 1, 2-5, and 10 respectively, and in 
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further view of the following, are rejected along the same rationale. Belcsak teaches that the elements 
of the graphical model can be loaded and changed by the user as selected within the interface (See 
example Figures 15-21). Belcsak also teaches the means within a system for displaying in an 
interface a graphical model that the user designs and from the model an analysis is run to determine 
the outcome of a financial transaction. Belcsak teaches that reports are generated that show the 
different sections of the transaction and the reports show the code in which the model was executed 
in the interface. 

The examiner notes the support in the specification for the program product on page 6 of the 
specification. 

In regard to Independent claim 23, Belcsak teaches the computer program product residing on a 
computer readable medium having instructions stored thereon which, when executed a processor, cause 
the processor to: 

• Perform an analysis or synthesis operation on a graphical model representation (See column 2, 
55-67 and column 3, lines 1-35). Belcsak teaches a process of performing an analysis on a 
graphical model. 

• Produce a report from the analysis or synthesis operation (column 7, lines 60-67 and column 16, 
lines 16-50). Belcsak teaches producing a report from the analysis of the model. 

• Generate associations representing elements of the graphical model representation with 
corresponding elements in the report (column 9, lines 35-67). Belcsak teaches that each item on 
the diagram have associations within the model and correspond to elements of the report. 

With respect to dependent claim 24, Belcsak teaches the product further having instructions to 
cause the processor to load an element in the report in response to activating a graphical object in 
the graphical model representation (See column 20, lines 25-67). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

6 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7 Claims 8-9, 11, 18-20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Belcsak et al (hereinafter Belcsak) US. Patent no. 6,957,191 issued Oct. 18, 2005 and filed Sept. 
14, 2000, in view of Weinman (hereinafter Weinman) U.S. Patent No. 6,339,838 issued Jan. 15, 
2002 and filed Jan. 2, 1998. 



With respect to dependent claims 8-9, 11, 18-20, and 22 as indicated in the above discussion 
Belcsak teaches every limitation of claim 1. 

Belcsak teaches that the system is a web-based platform, which would provide the 
structure to have a web page and the elements of the graphical model rendered in a browser. 
Belcsak also teaches that a report is generated for each of the sections of the model. 

Belcsak does not provide a specific example where the individual associations within the 
reports are markup tags and that the tags are HTML tags and that the report that is generated is 
a generated code report. 

However, in the same problem area of automatically generating reports from graphical models, 
Weinman teaches a process of using software generation tools extracted from a graphical model 
where the model elements are expressed as HTML elements and tags (See column 10, lines 40- 
50 and column 13, lines 15-67 and column 14, lines 1-31). Further, Weinman teaches the code 
generated by the system changes are then fed into the model and displayed on the interface to 
aid the user in determining if the model parameters achieve the desired outcome (See column 2, 
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lines 35-67 and column 7, lines 50-67). Belcsak and Weinman both teach a process of allowing a 
user to model a process graphically and then running processing on the model and allowing the 
user to view the results or outcome of a simulated process. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention, having the teachings of Belcsak and Weinman in front of them, to modify the 
system of Belcsak to include the associations as HTML tags and to produce a code report 
showing the underlying structure of the HTML report document. The motivation to combine 
Weinman with Belcsak comes from the suggestion in Weinman that modeling or studying a 
process comes from the steps of capturing, describing, and then documenting in some selected 
language the process under consideration and then using the software model in the computers 
that are modeling the process such as HTML objects in a browser (See column 1, lines 25-35 and 
column 2, lines 19-30). 

With respect to dependent claim 20, as indicated in the above discussion, Belcsak in the view of 
Weinman teaches each limitation of claim 18. 

Belcsak teaches that general formatting and cosmetic formatting capabilities are provided in 
similar to commercially provided word processing and spreadsheet applications(See column 17, 
lines 15-25). 

Belcsak does not expressly teach a system in which the markup language tags are portable 
document format (PDF) embedded links. However, this limitation would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, in view of Weinman, because Weinman 
teaches that a variety of software code generation tool formats can be utilized to display graphical 
objects and their graphical properties in the display, which would include HTML element and PDF 
elements as PDF is a type of word processing application. 
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It is noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art 
references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any 
way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have 
reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332- 
33,216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 158 USPQ 275, 
277 (CCPA 1968)). 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 6160549 to Touma, which discloses a process of generating a report from a declarative 

model of graphical objects and running simulation on the configured model. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Steven B. Theriault whose telephone number is (571) 272-5867. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 7:30 - 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



Conclusion 



SBT 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



